











when	put	 in	 the	 terms	of	a	possible	prohibition,	 the	question	 is	about	whether	 there	are	
reasons	that	may	be	endorsed	in	the	basic	legislative	institutions	of	a	society,	as	a	matter	




establish	a	prohibition	at	 the	 level	of	constitutional	essentials,	 it	may	still	be	possible	 to	

































































It	 is	 important	 to	distinguish	between	comprehensive	doctrines	 and	political	













































































































indicating  possible  distinctions.  Moral  assessments  are  divided  at  the  very 
basic	 level	and	broad	approach	 to	 the	question	of	 the	estimation	of	human	
enhancement.	I	will	indicate	some	representative	authors	from	both	sides.






















































It	 is	 very	 important	 to	 specify	what	 ‘virtual	




for	 example,	 as	 a	 result	 of	 various	 forms	of	




the	Value	 of	Life	 and	 the	Value	 of	Life	Ex-
tension”,	Bioethics,	Vol.	20,	No.	6,	2006,	pp.	
286–289.	I	think,	however,	that	it	is	useful	to	






See:	 President’s	 Council	 on	 Bioethics,	 Be-
yond	Therapy:	Biotechnology	and	the	Pursuit	














sis	 says	 that	 extension	 of	 human	 lifespan	
may  shift  deleterious  mutations  in  humans 
from  later  to  earlier  stages  of  life.  For  this 
problem,	 see	 the	 discussion	 between	 Wal-
ter	 Glannon,	 John	 Harris	 and	 Soren	 Holm.	
W.	 Glannon,	 “Extending	 Human	 Lifespan”,	
Journal	 of	 Medicine	 and	 Philosophy,	 2002,	
pp.	339–354;	J.	Harris,	S.	Holm,	“Extending	
Human Lifespan and the Precautionary Para-








































































second	criterion,	 the	naturalness	of	 ageing	derives	 from	 its	 function	 in	 the	
biological	context	of	humanity.	 It	may	be	possible	 to	say	 that	ageing	must	
















and,	 therefore,	 ‘unnaturalness’	 indicates	all	human	 interventions.	However,	




















“In	 a	word,	 a	major	 trouble	with	 biotechni-
cal	 (especially	 mental)	 ‘improvers’	 is	 that	
they produce changes in us by disrupting the 
normal	 character	 of	 human	 being-at-work-
in-the-world,	 what	Aristotle	 called	 energeia	


















Steven	 Horrobin,	 “The	 Ethics	 of	Aging	 In-
tervention	 and	 Life-Extension”,	 in	 Suresh	
Rattan	(ed.),	Aging	Interventions	and	Thera-
pies,	World	Publishing,	Singapore	2005,	pp.	
11–12,	 quoted	 from	 www.worldscibooks.
com/lifesci/etextbook/5690/5690_chap01.
pdf.	For	further	discussion	about	naturalness,	


















vant	meanings,	 i.e.,	(a)	dignity	as	 the	 inalienable	 right	 to	be	 treated	with	a	
basic	level	of	respect;	(b)	dignity	as	the	quality	of	being	worthy	or	honour-





























































































L.	 R.	 Kass,	“Ageless	 Bodies,	 Happy	 Souls:	
Biotechnology and the Pursuit of Perfection”.
24






















For	 example,	Horrobin	 indicates	 that	 between	 the	 traditional	 conditions	of	
personality,	as	self-consciousness,	autonomy	and	rationality,	there	is	the	re-

























On	 the	 other	 hand,	 if	 one	 allows	 the	 possibility	 of	 variation,	 then	 another	
problem	appears:
“The	problem	shifts,	to	the	relation	between	these	varied	experiences,	and	the	fixed	character:	




















































This	 is	what	Harris	 said	 in	 his	 communica-
tion	given	at	the	First	international	workshop	




















































































































Although	 I	 show	 and	 discuss	 here	 these	 ar-


















man	 Life	 Extension:	 Personal	 Arguments”,	
Bioethics,	Vol.	20,	No.	4,	2006,	p.	202.
36
S.	 Horrobin,	 “The	 Ethics	 of	 Aging	 Inter-





















In	consideration	of	 this,	we	may	say	 that	 the	optimal	extension	of	a	 life	 is	


























and	exercise.	This	possibility	not	only	 supports	 the	 idea,	against	Williams,	
that	extension	of	human	lifespan	can	meaningfully	be	very	much	extended	
(as	 follows	 from	Horrobin’s	 consideration	 about	 the	wide	 range	of	 human	
interests	in	a	single	life),	but,	also,	that	it	may	be	meaningfully	indefinitely	
extended,	as	much	as	we	can	think	that	 the	 improvement	of	 the	 two	moral	
























indicates	by	 the	 interrelation	 in	personality	between	backward-looking	ele-
































ing	 Elina	 Makropolous,	 as	 Horrobin	 does	
when	he,	similarly	to	a	suggestion	by	Harris	
related	to	boredom	and	immortality,	says	that	
she	 “was	 bored	 essentially	 because	 she	was	









Walter	 Glannon,	 “Identity,	 Prudential	 Con-
























extension,	otherwise	one	would	 risk	 that	her	 life	 terminates	before	her	 life	
projectuality	is	compromised.	It	appears	as	rational	that	one	does	not	to	want	
to  terminate  her  life  before  her  projectuality  is  consumed.  Glannon  might 
reply by indicating a possible undesirable occurrence that may appear if the 










project,	 inspired	by	 a	 concept	 of	 good,	was	 formulated.	Still,	 I	 do	not	 see	


































































right	of	reproduction	among	others,	so	 that,	 for	example,	 two	persons	may 
not	have	more	 than	 two	descendants.	Although	 this	 is	 a	grave	 interference	
42
W.	 Glannon,	 “Identity,	 Prudential	 Concern,	
and	Extended	Lives”,	p.	278.
43






























in	 order	 to	 adjust	 correctives,	 or	make	 decisions	 in	 accordance	with	what	
happens	in	the	process,	or	of	what	appear	to	be	reliable	forecasts	of	further	



























































Javni um i produžetak 
trajanja života
Sažetak
Tekst se bavi problemom može li produžetak trajanja ljudskog života biti uključen u ustavna te-
meljna pitanja dobro uređenog društva, bilo kao pravo koje treba biti zaštićeno, ili kao zabrana. 
Kada govorimo o mogućoj zabrani, pitanje je postoje li razlozi na koje je moguće pozvati se u 
temeljnim zakonodavnim ustanovama društva, kao osnovu za zabranu istraživanja, ili tehnološ-
ke prakse, u cilju značajnog produžetka trajanja ljudskog života. Može se činiti očitim da, ako 
ne postoji pozitivan odgovor na to pitanje, zabrana ovih aktivnosti slijedi neposredno. Međutim, 
to nije ispravno. Čak i ako nije moguće uspostaviti zabranu na razini ustavnih temeljnih pitanja, 
može biti još uvijek moguće odrediti zakone na nižim razinama zakonodavstva. Kao posljedica, 
pojavljuje se novi problem – možemo li odrediti, među temeljnim ustavnim pitanjima, pravo na 
razvijanje istraživanja (na primjer, privatnim fondovima) i na korištenje tehnoloških resursa, u 
cilju značajnog produžetka trajanja ljudskog života.
Analiziraju se dvije vrste argumenta. Jedan od njih kaže da je produžetak trajanja ljudskog 
života štetan, budući da ugrožava ljudsku prirodu, a drugi kaže da produžetak trajanja ljudskog 










































La raison publique et l’allongement 




que	droit	 à	 protéger	ou	 en	 tant	 qu’interdit.	Plus	 précisément,	 si	 on	décide	 de	 l’interdire,	 la	
question	est	de	savoir	s’il	existe	des	fondements	sur	lesquels	puisse	s’appuyer	une	interdiction	
de	recherches	scientifiques	ou	technologiques	qui	visent	à	allonger	sensiblement	l’espérance	de	
vie,	dans	les	institutions	législatives	fondamentales	d’une	société,	et	avec	l’idée	d’en	faire	un	
principe	constitutionnel	de	l’Etat.	Il	pourrait	sembler	évident	que,	si	la	réponse	à	cette	question	
n’est	pas	positive,	la	liberté	de	s’engager	dans	de	telles	activités	en	découle.	Néanmoins,	cela	
n’est	pas	vrai.	Même	s’il	n’y	a	pas	de	possibilité	d’établir	une	telle	interdiction	au	niveau	consti-
tutionnel,	il	est	toujours	possible	de	légiférer	à	un	niveau	inférieur.	En	conséquence	se	pose	un	
autre	problème,	celui	de	savoir	si	l’on	peut	inscrire,	dans	les	fondements	de	la	constitution,	le	
droit	de	développer	la	recherche,	financée	par	exemple	par	des	fonds	privés,	et	utiliser	les	res-
sources	technologiques	dans	le	dessein	d’allonger	sensiblement	l’espérance	de	la	vie	humaine.	
Deux	types	d’arguments	sont	analysés.	l’un	avance	que	l’allongement	de	l’espérance	de	vie	est	
dangereux	car	il	compromet	l’essence	même	de	l’humanité.	l’autre	estime	que	l’allongement	de	
l’espérance	de	vie	n’est	pas	utile	car	il	aurait	pour	résultat	une	vie	ennuyeuse	et	monotone.
Mots-clés
Amélioration,	allongement	de	l’espérance	de	vie,	nature	humaine,	raison	publique
